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DETAILED ACTION 



Per Applicant's Request for Continued Examination 

Claims 1, 14, 16, 18, 20, 21, 30 and 49-54 have been amended. 
Claims 2-13, 15, 17, 19, 22, 27-29, 33, 36, 39, 42, 45 and 48 have been cancelled. 

Claims 1. 14. 16. 18. 20-21. 23-26. 30-32. 34-35.37-38. 40-41.43-44. 46-47 and 49-86 are pending . 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

I. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 1/1 1/2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

II. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 14, 16, 18, 21, 30 and 49-54 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

III. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 
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IV. Claims 53 and 75-80 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non- statutory subject matter. 

Claim 53 is directed to a "device" but fails to recite any hardware elements in the claim, 
wherein the "module" and "means" instances of the claim are depicted as software per se, which 
renders the claim solely as a software implementation and non-statutory for failing to satisfy a 
statutory category. The dependent claims, also inherit this rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

V. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defmed in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

VI. Claims 1, 14, 16, 18, 20-21, 23-26, 30-32, 34-35, 37-38, 40-41, 43-44, 46-47 and 49-86 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Multer et al (US 
6,694,336). 
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a. Per claims 1 and 30 (differ only by statutory class), Multer et al teach a method 
for delivering information from a first device to a second device, comprising the steps of: 

(1) generating an event representative of a modification to a first data object, 
wherein the first device stores the first data object in a first representation 
{col.3 lines 26-62, col.6 lines 36-44, col.l2 lines 12-15, col.14 lines 48-59, 
col. 16 lines 30-43, col. 27 line 46-col.28 line 9 — storage and synchronization 
server stores differencing information for the networked devices in a universal 
record format); and 

(2) delivering said event to the second device, comprising one or more step (a)- 
(c): 

(a) pushing said event to the second device {col.9 lines 10-20, col. 3 8 
line 48-C01.39 line 9); 

(b) transferring said event to the second device during a sync operation 
(col. 7 lines 30-67, col. 10 lines 43-55, col. 12 lines 45-57); and 

(c) transferring said event to the second device in response to a request 
from said second device while said second device is being used to 
surf a network (col. 8 lines 22-28, col. 34 lines 22-35, col. 3 6 lines 
11-47); 
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wherein said event is parsed on the second device to recover the modification, 
wherein the second device stores a second data object in a second 
representation, wherein the second representation is different than the first 
representation, and wherein the second device updates the second data object 
based on the recovered modification {col. 5 line 56-col.6 line 32, colli lines 
11-14, col. 12 lines 12-15 — difference information is extracted and translated 
to the proper format to update the device^. 

b. Per claims 14 and 49 (differ only by statutory class), Multer et al teach a 

method for delivering information from a first device to a second device, comprising the steps of 

(1) generating an event representative of a modification to a first data object, 
wherein the first device stores the first data object in a first representation 
(co/.J lines 26-62, col.6 lines 36-44, col.l2 lines 12-15, col.14 lines 48-59, 
col. 16 lines 30-43, col. 27 line 46-col.28 line 9 — storage and synchronization 
server stores differencing information for the networked devices in a universal 
record format); 

(2) delivering said event to the second device, comprising the step of pushing said 
event to the second device {col.9 lines 10-20, col. 38 line 48-col.39 line 9); 

wherein said event is parsed on the second device to recover the modification, 
wherein the second device stores a second data object in a second 
representation, wherein the second representation is different than the first 
representation, and wherein the second device updates the second data object 
based on the recovered modification (col. 5 line 56-col.6 line 32, col. 11 lines 
11-14, col. 12 lines 12-15 — difference information is extracted and translated 
to the proper format to update the device). 



c. Per claims 16 and 50 (differ only by statutory class), Multer et al teach a 

method for delivering information from a first device to a second device, comprising the steps of 

(1) generating an event representative of a modification to a first data object, 
wherein the first device stores the first data object in a first representation 
{col.3 lines 26-62, col.6 lines 36-44, col.l2 lines 12-15, col.14 lines 48-59, 
col. 16 lines 30-43, col. 27 line 46-col.28 line 9 — storage and synchronization 
server stores differencing information for the networked devices in a universal 
record format); 
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(2) delivering said event to the second device, comprising the step of transferring 
said event to the second device during a sync operation (col. 7 lines 30-67, 
col. 10 lines 43-55, col. 12 lines 45-57); 

wherein step (2) further comprises: 

(i) accessing providers for information using state information maintained on 
behalf of said second device, {col.7 line 48-col.8 line 14, col. 10 lines 32- 
64); 

(ii) receiving said information from said providers, wherein said information 
comprises said event {col. 10 lines 32-64, col. 13 line 32-col.l4 line 52); 
and 

(iii) sending said information to said second device in a form of the event, 
wherein the event is representative of a change in information contained 
within the data object since a previous event {col. 12 lines 39-57, col. 15 
lines 14-25, col. 36 line 32-col.37 line 7); 

wherein said event is parsed on the second device to recover the 
modification, wherein the second device stores a second data object in a 
second representation, wherein the second representation is different than 
the first representation, and wherein the second device updates the second 
data object based on the recovered modification {col. 5 line 56-col.6 line 
32, colli lines 11-14, col. 12 lines 12-15 — difference information is 
extracted and translated to the proper format to update the device). 



d. Per claims 18 and 51 (differ only by statutory class), Multer et al teach a 
method for delivering information from a first device to a second device, comprising the steps of 

(1) generating an event representative of a modification to a first data object, 
wherein the first device stores the first data object in a first representation 
{col.3 lines 26-62, col.6 lines 36-44, col. 12 lines 12-15, col. 14 lines 48-59, 
col. 16 lines 30-43, col. 27 line 46-col.28 line 9 — storage and synchronization 
server stores differencing information for the networked devices in a universal 
record format); 

(2) delivering said event to the second device, comprising the step of transferring 
said event to the second device in response to a request from said second 
device while said second device is being used to surf a network {col. 8 lines 
22-28, col.3 4 lines 22-35, col.3 6 lines 11-47); 
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wherein step (2) further comprises: 

(i) accessing providers for information using state information maintained on 
behalf of said second device {col.7 line 48-col.8 line 14, col. 10 lines 32- 
64); 

(ii) receiving said information from said providers, wherein said information 
comprises said data object {col. 10 lines 32-64, col. 13 line 32-col.l4 line 
53); 

(iii) sending said information to said second device in a form of the event, 
wherein the event is representative of a change in information contained 
within the data object since a previous event {col. 12 lines 39-57, col. 15 
lines 14-25, col. 36 line 32-col.37 line 7). 

wherein said event is parsed on the second device to recover the 
modification, wherein the second device stores a second data object in a 
second representation, wherein the second representation is different than 
the first representation, and wherein the second device updates the second 
data object based on the recovered modification {col. 5 line 56-col.6 line 
32, col. 11 lines 11-14, col. 12 lines 12-15 — difference information is 
extracted and translated to the proper format to update the device). 

e. Claims 52-54 are in substantially similar to the limitations of claims 1, 14 and 16 

and are therefore rejected under the same basis. 



f. Per claim 21, Multer et al teach a method for delivering information from a first 

device to a second device, comprising the steps of: 

(1) generating one or more modification events representative of a modification 
made to a data object {col. 3 lines 26-62, col. 6 lines 36-44, col. 12 lines 12-15, 
col.14 lines 48-59, col.16 lines 30-43, col.27 line 46-col.28 line 9— storage 
and synchronization server stores differencing information for the networked 
devices in a universal record format); and 
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(2) forwarding said modification events to a second device identified as a 
recipient of said events, wherein said second device parses said events to 
recover the modification, wherein the second device stores a second data 
object in a second representation, wherein the second representation is 
different than the first representation, and wherein the second device updates 
the second data object based on the recovered modification (col. 5 line 56- 
col.6 line 32, colli lines 11-14, col. 12 lines 12-15, col. 36 line 32-col.37 line 
7 — difference information is extracted and translated to the proper format to 
update the device). 

g. Per claim 20, Multer et al teach the method of claim 18, wherein said event is 
associated with said request from said second device while said second device is being used to 
surf a network {col.8 lines 22-28, col.34 lines 22-35, col.36 lines 11-47). 

h. Per claim 23, Multer et al teach the method of claim 21, wherein step (2) is 
performed during a push operation {col.9 lines 10-20, col.38 line 48-col.39 line 9). 

i. Per claim 24, Multer et al teach the method of claim 21, wherein step (2) is 
performed during a sync operation {col. 7 lines 30-67, col. 10 lines 43-55, col. 12 lines 45-57). 

j. Per claim 25, Multer et al teach the method of claim 21, wherein step (2) is 
performed during a surf operation {col.8 lines 22-28, col.34 lines 22-35, col.36 lines 11-47). 

k. Claim 26 is substantially equivalent to claims 23-25 and is therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

1. Per claim 31, Multer et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein the second 
device is a data processing device {col. 5 lines 44-55, col. 6 lines 23-24, col. 7 lines 48-67). 

m. Claims 34, 37, 40, 43 and 46 are substantially equivalent to claim 31 and are 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

n. Per claim 32, Multer et al teach the method of claim 1 , wherein the device is a 
data communications device {col. 5 lines 44-55, col. 6 lines 23-24, col. 7 lines 48-67). 
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o. Claims 35, 38, 41, 44 and 47 are substantially equivalent to claim 32 and are 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

p. Per claim 55, Multer et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein the first 
representation and the second representation are platform specific or device specific {col. 3 lines 
51-59, colli lines 41-57, col.14 lines 54-59, col.16 lines 30-42, col.27 lines 55-64). 

q. Claims 63, 69, 75 and 81 are substantially equivalent to claim 55 and are 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

r. Per claim 56, Multer et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein the first 
representation and the second representation are format specific or standard specific {col. 3 lines 
51-59, colli lines 41-57, coll4 lines 54-59, coll6 lines 30-42, col.27 lines 55-64). 

s. Claims 64, 70, 76 and 82 are substantially equivalent to claim 56 and are 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

t. Per claim 57, Multer et al teach the method of claim 1 , wherein the event is an 
email {col. 5 lines 31-34). 

u. Claims 65, 71, 77 and 83 are substantially equivalent to claim 57 and are 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

V. Per claim 58, Multer et al teach the method of claim 57, wherein an attachment 
of the email is configured to be parsed to recover the modification (col. 39 lines 44-58). 

w. Claims 66, 72, 78 and 84 are substantially equivalent to claim 58 and are 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

X. Per claim 59, Multer et al teach the method of claim 57, wherein a body of the 
email is configured to be parsed to recover the modification {col. 5 lines 31-34). 
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y. Claims 67, 73, 79 and 85 are substantially equivalent to claim 59 and are 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

z. Per claim 60, Multer et al teach the method of claim 57, wherein the email is 
configured to be recognized as an event {col.5 lines 31-34). 

aa. Claims 68, 74, 80 and 86 are substantially equivalent to claim 60 and are 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

bb. Per claim 61, Multer et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein step (2)(b) 
comprises: transferring a plurality of events to the second device {col. 34 lines 22-27). 

cc. Per claim 62, Multer et al teach the method of claim 1, wherein step (2)(b) 
comprises: transferring the event to the second device in response to the second device being 
connected to a network {col. 36 lines 21-47). 

Conclusion 

VII. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure: Burkey et al (6845370), Moon et al (6898591), Woodard et al (703201 1). 
Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the reference(s) 
applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations 
are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to specific limitations within the 
individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from 
the Apphcant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the cited passages as taught 
by the prior art or relied upon by the examiner. Should Applicant amend the claims of the 
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claimed invention, it is respectfully requested that Applicant clearly indicate the portion(s) of 
Applicant's specification that support the amended claim language for ascertaining the metes and 
bounds of Applicant's claimed invention. 

VIII. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie Shingles whose telephone number is (571)272-3888. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday 8:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published apphcations 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kristie D. Shingles 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2141 

kds 



/Wilham C. Vaughn, Jr./ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2144 



